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Gary Shaw 
005 N. Main St., 
tflebtPrne, TX 76053-0722 

Dear G ary, 

As I wrote you yesterday bofore I grew too tired, up early tills morning I finished 

reading the amended complaint and its attaclimcnts. As ^defense against the cliarges 

made against liim v/liat Dr. Crensliaw did, as reflected in the exhibits, is more than 

adequate, 1 think. But I write this because 1 think that in cotjrt your lawyers may 

not want to content themselves with defenlng him and may way^to do the job that is 

1 

possible on those attacking liii-.i and on those used to attack him. And I am talking 
abput their integrity, their honesty, their saying other than they knew to Ae true. 

And how they knew it. 

Please excuse my not talcing the time to sit do wn and think this through, to out- 
line and organize it, befauso x have to leave soon - at 3 a.m. *jour time and it is 
almost 3 a.m. our time now. S 0 X* just put down some tilings 1 think they- may rnt to 
know. x f any of it is of "interest to them for wliat follows I can then cite the proof that 
in almost all instances will be the official proof. 

My belief, by the way, is that after ITkVEll AGAIN! is published Specter will not run 
■jfbr any public office again. 

i. {a* 

And the conjectures he asked the D, lias doctors to make when he deposecTirtieir^re 
far from all. All his questions relating to thar bastard of his, the single-bullet theory, 
are more, worse than conjectures. fe(e slced them not to liave 399 in mind at all and then 
used that testimony as relating to it. 

Carrico was the only doctor to see tlie President before Ms clothUng was reoved. He 
twice testified to the WO tliat the front nedc wound was above the shirt collar. That 
alone ends the single-bullet theory, fie and ^j/iTuroes indicate that the clotMng was 

i il ^ ^ 

removed iu the usually maimer. Tliat raeants cut off. In Post i.ortem I go± into Ms per- 
sonal nemonst ation to me ol how that wa£ done and tliat demonstrated to me how the damage— 
a ii damage to the tie and to the front of tlie shirt collaiKad^ was caused-hy a scalpel 
used by Henchcliffe or Bowron. ^ aMj , 

Dr. Crensliaw said in what he wrote tliat he did not go into the wound on the (^resi- 
dent's back and for Ms purpose he had no need to. But with no visible damage to the 
.froiit of tlie shirt from an erdting bullet, your lawyers may want to have the field day 
they can liave over it. 1 go into tliat often and in different kind:; of detail in the book 
and all from the official evidence I drew together. The end result would be to prove tliat 
without question the shot from tlie front was liijhor than the shirt collar, the sho t in the 
back, rathe : the wound, was lower b^. much than the autopsy and the Commission say and 
lyrh-renn -frhn i*r o all involved, knew, as the fesens ic pathologist tunuberg should liave known, 
mean/ihat they laiew they were contriving a false case. There is - nch that relates to this 
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in the book. Moreover, ii‘ Lundberg is to bo questioned in court, what your lawyers 
can do to him on this, including with demonstrations on hi > body of on another body 
with him asked to testify to what ho observes. This is only one of the ways he can 
be utterly ruined as a pathologist and as a medical editor. 

ThTfero is no real question about it, Ernies knew as early as 10 p.n. DC time the 
.night of the as; assination and beforo 11 what Perry liadyfeen and laid at his^ press con- 
ference. 1 have that in unknown official recorcyas well as from o 4 ;hor sources Oi the 
bo- k. v/ 1 'xit • veryhody missed but is in the WC testimony is that becaue Perry laiew tliat 
Humes know and more, wjpt u umes was going to say in the autopsy, he ducked out of the 
press conference schedule! for 11/25/63 and asked Cl lark to take it for him. It is in 
Clark's V/C testimony. i ou o«r find in ti/nough the index to my first book. You can find 
the C arrive o testimony I refer If: to above in Post Mortem, through £ts index. And I think 
you may want to r ead there what I say tliat Perry told me the day 1 interviewed both 
him and ^arrico. 

$umes also knew from the newspaper he cited in his autopsy procotcol tliat ^erry had 

said the shot was from the front on 11/ 22* They could have known tliat at the li^ospital 

easily before 10 p.m. , the early edition of tliat paper is out tliat early the night before. 

It was in fact reported in all the papers. 1 cite also tliat day 1 s Hew York limes’ use 

of* the AP story reporting it. So, obviously/, it was all over radio and TV. 

Humes may be a decent man who was under groat pressur^r he may be another kind of 

an but there is no question about his not beliavin^j as a medical man, as a pathologist, 

as an autopsy prosector. Ho laiew exactly what lie was doing whe >7 he did it and what I 

refer to above is not all of tliat. Note tliat all of this was available to JAM-^efore 

it wrote a word if it liad been interested in learning and telling the truth. 

In writing you yesterday said tliat ^.uncs swore in contradiction to liimself about 

wliat certainly seems to be material ^ef or o the Commission he testified tliat wliat he burned, 

( 9 

and this was as soon as he laiew Oswald had been killed, was the holograph of the first 

autopsy report lie liad just finished writing. Wliat lie swore to before HSCA is that wliat 

he iTurned was his notes, ^e did not burn his notes. lie turned them in and I have the 
^ v ' A 

receipts for litem. Specter liad them when he questioned witnesses and identified were they 

w ( 

were in the commission file the number of which he gave and the exhibit* in wliich they 

A i 

would appear -and of course do not. They also are not, or were not when I examined it, in 
tliat cdrc.assion file. ^ liad Howard Hoffman go over the* proctocol rid list all the speciiic 

i 

datq for whccli there is no source in Ihe commission s record and obviously had to come 
from tho o notes. The only possible explanation is that the notes had to disappear be- 
cause hhey destroy the official "solution." (They^vjay liave been liidden, as the official 
certificate of death was hidden and I got it by accident. I. think your lawyers should 
know that it locates the wffund in the back at the level of the third thoracic r^erterbra , 
not in tho neck at all. 



Bearing on 'he shot or shots to tho head, there is, as with all else, Uevy guch 
ox wbich ^r. Crensliaw reflected no knowledge when lie wrotje liis defenses* You may remem- 
ber tliat 1 used the autopsy proetocol’ s account of it to show that all the damage to the 

head could not have been done by a shot from Oswald’s ifefle, referring to those 40 dust- 
, f) 

like particles* impossible for military ammo. I liovj^lyfb have that in an official record 
in 1TEVEU AG AIIT 1 More than one such record* iA umes had to know. // fhiAL, 

I fo / 

deferring to that* wound, I tliink you)' /Lawyers may want or knotty the changes made in 

fkM ^ / 

the autopsy report on it* Wliat i have on iMyJ 7th page in facsimile^ in 141 shows it. I 
made that copy from the original holograph at the Archives when 1 found tliat, also hidden. 
V/liat the xoro.. does not show is that he used ruled wliite paper, the ruling a thin blue. 

I think tho book leaves no reputation at all fra for Humes, Bqpwell or 1'inck. The 
same for ^undberg and 'S>reo. 

1 do not know’ villa t will yet Iiappen in court or what your lawyers believe they want 
fo happen or|;o be able to-do there but I can see this as of incredible potential, o^j 
results and importances they probably cannot imagine. It can be a way of ending the 
official assassination mythology once and for all and not in books but in coi^rt, where 
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bice can 



e e - va n work, ^eyond belief to me, really, 



oiu! 1 'judicial s^ptem^our system of 
wliat can be possible! '■ 

lift you read IIEVER AGAIN! ! and so far as I am concerned you are welcome to do tliat, 
and see what 1 do in tho book tliat, remember, was triggered and made possible for me^botlr, 
by the dishonesty of v/liat JA*iA did, you will see what 1 mean because you can use all of 
it. And you’ll leave nothing of JAHA’s reputation, cither. u liich in at it should* be. I 
am confident they *d liave to fire Lundberg and; not use Breo again. Or fire him is he is 
staff. Tjjpse nwful x>eopls just whored with out history! 

I think I’ll still bo able to mail this today. I hope to be able to read and ooa?ec 
correct it when I’/^/home and. then to mail it when 1 leave for a morning medical appoint- 
ment. 

jfy the way, you arid your lawyers should realize, with all the ( other side tapping a 



about conspiracies theorised, the official acount is notliing else and all defenses of it 

also are theories, m more. Hot a bit more. Except tliat they were known to bo impossible 
/\ 1 

when they were made up. 

I’ll read the transcripts when I can, as soon as 1 can, and thanks for them. They 
will be part of the deposit of all my records in a permanent free archive. 
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call legitimately try the case while not seeming to do that# doing that would be objected 
to and the objection would probably be sustained. It would not be that but the end product 
of the proper examination, of what they published^ -that . 

Especially with Humes the witness. 

I lave little-known if not unknown official recofis reflecting that in the middle 
of the autopsy the Secret Service and the FBI agents there recognized that the a^ano 
ttiat cause those many djist— like fragments could not have come from the kind of bullet 
that could li^ve caused the wounds to Cjfcnnnally as they little understood that and the 
o '-her injuries to Kennedy in particular# It was the Secret Service that had the second set 
of X— rays taken and the FBI that phoned th FBI Lab to get an opinion on what Icind of 
bullet could have had all that fragmentation# Under the Geneva convention that is im- 
possible for the kind Oswald is said to have used. 

All FBI interest in that ended wliat the Lab told I think it was Sibert tliat a bullet 
baa been found, as I recall an entire bullet, at the hospital, ft, obviously, had ; not 
fragmented at all! 

What fun it would be to question the expert/editor/pathologist Hhhhs ^undberg on 
that, in addition to u Plumes. In the course of examining liim on wliat he published. 

And show and introduce the documents. 

I can see the potential of destroying the official farce of a solution once and 
for all and in open court iAj questioning Humes in particular of wliat he told JAHA and 
the JAMA phonies on wliat they publi she d-wi thp ut dping any checking at all. f 

I think Humes would go to pieces in being questioned about Ms sworn testi- 
mony tliat he did not call Perry -until Saturday with all the proof that ho did that before 
Pie finished with the body. And I Piave tliat under oath, from someone at the autopsy 
examination, the late Dr. Ebersole, the radiologist. 

liy there is so much, so very much, and I think it is relevant in establisliing that 
^r. Crenshaw was damaged and why. , 




